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 Attracted by American Social History: 
 Looking Back At Many Years of My Research 
 NOMURA Tatsuro * 
 I:  My Birth and Early Life (Background) 
 　 I was born in Kagoshima Prefecture in 1932.  It was the year when the May 15 
incident occurred in Japan, in which young military officers broke into the prime 
minister’s official residence and murdered Prime Minister Inukai Tsuyoshi.  In the 
same year, Franklin D. Roosevelt won the presidential election in the U.S. Born 
before the war, I’m now eighty-five years old (at this speech).  My father was a 
school teacher, deeply interested in history, and I have inherited his interest.  In 
April 1945, toward the end of the war, I entered Sendai Junior High School under 
the prewar education system.  After the entrance ceremony, a teacher of English, 
Mr. Kadota, gave us an instructive talk that we should know America and study 
English because Japan was at war with America.  That was against the current 
trend of the times to prohibit the study of English, the language of the enemy. 
 　 Sendai City was swiftly reduced to ashes by American air raids.  Sendai Junior 
High School was also burnt down.  My hometown was strafed, and the immediate 
area around my house was attacked as well.  My family ran into the woods and 
spent the daytime there.  On the 15th of August 1945, we again ran to the woods 
and missed the radio broadcast of the Imperial Rescript on the Termination of the 
War.  When I returned home in the evening, I was notified of Japan’s defeat.  I 
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NANZAN REVIEW OF AMERICAN STUDIES 39 / 201726
was not surprised as it was quite expected, as even the provincial towns had been 
attacked.  Japan became occupied by the U.S. military.  We studied in the school 
building without glass windows and it was no better than a shack.  Before long, a 
senior high school was established in my hometown according to the educational 
reforms.  While suffering from material shortages, I spent my high school days 
studying as a pacifist and a moderate socialist. 
 II:  Days at Kyushu University 
 1.  The School of General Education 
 　 In 1951, I entered the School of General Education, Kyushu University, in 
Fukuoka City and started dormitory life.  The School of General Education had 
been a Gymnasium under the prewar education system until two years before, and 
its tradition had strongly remained.  Furthermore, boarding students were starving. 
Bread rolls and skimmed milk were served for dormitory breakfast.  During the 
Korean War, there was an American military base at Itazuke in Fukuoka City 
where one could hear the roar of the U.S. Airforce planes, which were filled with 
G.I.s. 
 　 At that time, Zengakuren, the National Federation of University Students, was 
at its height, and it was under the control of the Communist Party, which was 
extremely radical at that time.  It was said that the center of radical student 
movements in Western Japan was at Kyushu University, in the School of General 
Education, most specifically, in the dormitories.  I lived in such a dormitory.  The 
campus was in the very midst of the movement against the San Francisco Peace 
Treaty.  While students held anti-treaty meetings, the police stood by in front of 
the main gate, and a representative of the police ordered the students to disperse. 
Japan was still under U.S. occupation, and the meetings against GHQ policy were 
prohibited.  When a students’ mass meeting was held, armed police broke through 
a barricade, barged into the meeting, and arrested about twenty student leaders. 
The Japanese Communist Party had a great influence in our dormitory.  While I 
was fond of reading Marxist books, my intellectual interest ranged from Plato, 
Einstein, and Existentialism to Shakespeare.  I belonged to the ESS (English 
Speaking Society).  I often went to a nearby private Christian university, Seinan 
Gakuin University, to learn English conversation from American teachers and to 
attend Bible classes. 
 　 While Japan became independent in 1952, the U.S. Army remained stationed 
in Fukuoka, and the fighter planes still roared off for the Korean Peninsula.  I was 
elected the director of cultural affairs in the dormitory, responsible for various 
tasks.  What I remember clearly even today was the screening of the documentary 
film “Bloody May Day Incident.” Soon after the effectuation of the San Francisco 
Peace Treaty, the government prohibited people from having meetings at the 
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Imperial Palace Plaza on the first of May, where workers in Tokyo had held the 
massive May Day demonstrations every year.  As the demonstrators attempted to 
rush into the Imperial Palace Plaza on the day in 1952, the police guarding the 
plaza clashed with them, shooting their weapons and firing tear-gas at the unarmed 
demonstrators.  In this tragic incident, two were shot and killed, and many others 
were injured.  I was astonished to see the documentary film of this incident in a 
meeting.  There was no television at that time.  Then I, as the director of cultural 
affairs, decided to screen the film in our dormitory.  While some worried that I 
might be arrested, the screening ended peacefully, without incident. 
 2.  My Student Days at the School of Letters, with a Major in Western History 
 　 In 1953, I went on to the history department of the School of Letters, majoring 
in Western history.  The then “postwar history” sought to reform the system, and 
the Historical Science Society of Japan (Reki-ken) published the result of its 
discussion at the annual meeting in 1949 as Sekaishi no Kihon Housoku (The 
Fundamental Law of World History), which left a deep impression on us. I, as a 
student majoring in Western history, was taught the history of European countries. 
Though there was no professor of American history, I chose American history as 
the field of my study.  In the then Japanese academic circles of history, “Western 
history” meant European history, and there was a strong trend for historians not to 
take America as a subject of their research, asserting that America had no history. 
I, however, was intensely aware of the significance of America in the modern 
world. 
 3.  The IWW, the Theme of My Graduation Thesis 
 　 I worked on the IWW (Industrial Workers of the World) as the topic of my 
graduation thesis.  The IWW was a radical labor union organized in 1905.  It was 
based on the theory of “syndicalism,” in which the labor union was believed to 
overthrow the capitalist system and manage future industries.  The reason why I 
chose the IWW was that there were some books on the IWW in the department 
library.  At the same time, I wanted to trace a popular anti-establishment 
movement in American history, and took a stand against bureaucratic Stalinism. 
In January 1955, I submitted my graduation thesis entitled, “The Emergence and 
Subjugation of IWW Syndicalism in American Labor History.” This thesis was 
highly evaluated by professors. 
 4.  Days at Graduate School 
 　 I focused on the study of American economic history in my master’s courses.  I 
studied the development of the iron industry in Pittsburgh in the early nineteenth 
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century and published an article entitled “The Genesis of Industrial Capital in the 
Pittsburgh Iron Industry,” in Kyushu University’s Seiyoushigaku Ronshu (The 
Journal of Western History) 7 (1967). I, however, returned to the study of labor 
history in the doctoral program.  The then head, Prof. Kobayashi, had begun to 
study the history of the German labor movement in the nineteenth century. 
Therefore, several of the graduate students studied the history of labor movement 
or socialism in European countries.  I conducted research on Daniel DeLeon, the 
president of the Socialist Labor Party, who got involved in establishing the IWW. 
 5.  Days as a Part-time Lecturer 
 　 After I finished graduate school in March of 1960, I began to work as a part-
time teacher, but never expected to obtain a permanent job at a university.  I 
became a part-time teacher at a Christian high school in Fukuoka City and taught 
eighteen classes a week, as many classes as those of a full-time teacher.  I tried to 
be a good teacher.  The campaign against the Japan-U.S. Security Treaty got 
exciting in 1960.  I also joined the demonstration almost every day.  Meanwhile, I 
kept on doing my research.  In 1960, I made an oral presentation entitled “The 
American Socialist Movement in the Early Twentieth Century: Its Power Base” at 
the annual meeting of the Japanese Association for Western History. Prof. Nakaya 
Ken-ichi at the University of Tokyo encouraged me.  I started to teach Western 
history as a part-time lecturer at Fukuoka University of Education in 1961 and at 
the School of General Education of Kyushu University in 1962. 
 6.  Days as an Assistant of the Faculty of Letters at Kyushu University 
 　 In 1963, I was appointed research assistant at the Western history department 
of the School of Letters, Kyushu University.  This, however, was a fixed-term 
position of three years.  I had been extremely busy as an assistant.  Then I gave 
papers at Okayama University and Hiroshima University.  In 1963, I got an 
invitation from the Kansai American History Association and attended the meeting 
in Kyoto.  Among other presentations, I found one on the IWW, and made a rather 
stimulating comment on it because I had already conducted intensive research on 
the IWW.  It was the beginning of the relationship between myself and the Kansai 
American History Association. 
 　 Just after the conference, Prof. Nakaya Ken-ichi from the University of Tokyo 
came to Kyushu University in order to give an intensive course of lectures, I 
helped him as an assistant.  Just then, Kennedy was assassinated in America, and 
consequently, Prof. Nakaya attended a round-table talk at NHK in Tokyo on 
Sunday. Prof. Nakaya seemed to favor me as I struggled hard with my studies of 
American history alone in Fukuoka, so I was invited to study at the Center for 
American Studies at the University of Tokyo in the second term of the 1965 
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academic year. 
 7.  Kyoto American Studies Summer Seminar 
 　 I participated in the Kyoto American Studies Summer Seminar in 1965. Prof. 
David Shannon was a keynote speaker of its history section that year.  The 
professor, who wrote The History of Socialist Party of America, came to the 
Faculty of Letters at Kyushu University to give a lecture prior to the seminar.  As I 
asked for his autograph on his book of mine, he found the book underlined a lot, 
and autographed it with a chuckle.  And then I bombarded Prof.  David Shannon 
with questions at the seminar in Kyoto. 
 　 By the way, when a party of the seminar’s history section was held at a 
restaurant on the Kamo River in Kyoto, Prof. Nakaya from the University of 
Tokyo joined us and said, “A university will be founded in Aichi.  Does anyone 
want to teach there?” Due to become unemployed the next year, I raised my hand 
saying, “I do!” Later I received a letter from Prof. Nakahira Satoru (a Japanese 
scholar in French scheduled to be the dean of the Faculty of Foreign Studies at 
Aichi Prefectural University).  The letter said that he wanted to welcome me as a 
member of the teaching staff at Aichi Prefectural University.  I was so happy. 
 8.  Short-term Study at the University of Tokyo 
 　 For half a year, from 1965 to 1966, at the Komaba campus of the University of 
Tokyo, I audited the lectures and seminars on American history by Prof. David 
Chalmers (a Fulbright visiting professor) while assisting in Prof. Nakaya’s 
seminar.  I became acquainted with a number of researchers of American history 
in the Tokyo area.  That helped me to play a lively part in some American history-
related associations and academic societies later.  Even more importantly, I 
attended [the second] conference of American researchers held at the International 
House of Japan in Roppongi in January, 1966, and gave a paper under the title of 
“The Evolution of the Jewish Labor Movement in New York City.” The following 
day, the convention for the establishment of the Japanese Association for 
American Studies was held.  Thus, young and inexperienced as I was, I took part 
in the founding of the present Japanese Association for American Studies.  In 
April 1966, I acquired my new position at Aichi Prefectural University. 
 III:  Survey of American History 
 1.  Teaching at Aichi Prefectural University 
 　 I sought new perspectives of American history while taking charge of lectures, 
seminars and reading courses on American history and culture at the Department 
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of British and American Studies, the Faculty of Foreign Studies at Aichi 
Prefectural University.  In the meantime, the interpretation of American history 
both in America and in Japan had come to change in various ways, as did my own. 
 2.  The Trend of Historiography in America 
 　 The trend of American history which I learned at first was “Progressive” 
history.  Led by Charles Beard and Frederick Turner, Progressive history gained 
its power in the early twentieth century.  Progressive historians viewed American 
history as the record of progress of democracy in the structure of the privileged 
versus the masses.  However, a new conservative history was on the rise in the 
context of the Cold War, and historians put great emphasis on “Consensus” as a 
main theme of American history.  They argued that social conflicts in American 
history were merely the ones within the framework of Lockean liberalism. 
Therefore, radicalism based on class consciousness could not have developed in 
America.  How to deal with this trend was an issue among American historians in 
Japan.  In the midst of the turbulent Sixties with the Civil Rights, the Anti-
Vietnam War, and the Student Movements, the environment surrounding historians 
changed and so did the interpretation of American history.  As a modest socialist 
since my high school days, I wrote my graduation thesis on the IWW, and kept 
publishing case studies on the American labor movement in academic journals. 
Thus, I was building a reputation as an American labor historian to some extent. 
Later I published various books.  To begin with, I’m going to talk about the books 
on American general history that I contributed to. 
 3.   Nomura, “New Deal,” in Homma Nagayo, ed., Amerika Sekai (American 
World), Vol. 1, Yuhikaku (1980) 
 　 This is the first book of U.S. general history I contributed to.  Commissioned 
by Prof.  Homma Nagayo at the University of Tokyo, I undertook the assignment 
of writing one chapter and made sure to write about ordinary people.  I included 
quite a lot of historical facts in the chapter, and it became a decent piece of work, 
but it did not reach the point of advancing my unique interpretations.  Yet my 
work gradually became recognized, and major publishers came to show an interest 
in my research. 
 4. Nomura, Furontia to Matenrou: Amerika Gasshuukoku no Rekishi (Frontier 
and Skyscrapers: American History), Vol. 2, Kodansha, Gendai Shinsho (1989) 
 　 Kodansha, a major publishing company, decided to publish three-volumes of 
American general history as a paperback pocket edition, and an editor visited me 
in my office in Nagoya.  Not knowing much about earlier periods, I offered my 
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friend Yasutake Hidetaka to contribute to the first volume from the colonial period 
until the Antebellum period, and Uesugi Shinobu for the final volume.  I wrote the 
second volume.  The title of each volume was decided by the publisher.  This 
second volume gives a survey of American history from the late nineteenth 
century through the early twentieth century.  It was a turning point from traditional 
society into modern society.  During that time people experienced great changes 
in their lifetime, and they had to resist, adjust to, or withstand such unexpected 
change.  I wrote this book from the viewpoints of these various people. 
 　 The book evoked a wide range of responses.  One of my students said that it 
was more like anthropology than history.  A journalist of the Chunichi Shimbun 
interviewed me and wrote, “Nomura Tatsuro compiled an American history from 
the viewpoints of ordinary people in a paperback pocket edition, including the 
recent scholarship.” When I told a journalist of the Seikyou Shimbun that Philippe 
Aries’s theory that children have had their own history, he asked me to contribute 
to their newspaper.  The Mainichi Shimbun also asked me to contribute to their 
newspaper.  I would like to touch upon what I wrote in the Mainichi Shimbun: “In 
my American history class, I often asked my students what was the meaning of 
the word ‘radical,’ and their answers were usually ‘extreme’ or ‘revolutionary.’ 
Then I told them to refer to the English-Japanese dictionary.  Many students were 
surprised to know that the primary meaning of ‘radical’ was ‘fundamental.’ In the 
1960s and 1970s, Japanese universities went through an upheaval, and professors 
were faced with some ‘radical’ questions from their students.  Yet the upheaval 
was much harder in America.  Intense movements from various groups such as 
African-Americans, students, immigrants and Native Americans shook American 
society.  Americans themselves also faced ‘radical’ questions.  Those radical 
questions provoked a transformation of historiography in America.” 
 　 While a large number of studies revealed expansionism and racism in the 
nature of American history, historians tried to see history from the perspectives of 
discriminated, exploited or persecuted people, that is, “from the bottom up.” 
Historiography was transformed from the viewpoints of the ruling class to those 
of ordinary people.  While the conventional historiography was focused on nations 
and elites, mainly the official aspects of history or political history, the new 
historiography came to be focused on lives and feelings of “ordinary people,” or 
social history. 
 　 As I adopted the results of such new social history, I sought for a good way to 
depict the images of ordinary people such as farmers, industrial workers, 
immigrants, women and African-Americans as clearly as possible.  I also tried not 
to view them as victims but to depict them as rather active figures living with joy 
and sorrow under discrimination or oppression.  I became one of the leading 
American historians in Japan who focus on “history of the common people.” 
 　 It was from the 1980s that I began to write and edit American general history. 
I was extremely busy as the director of the University Library at Aichi Prefectural 
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University and in other administrative positions, due to transferring to Aichi 
Gakuin University, attending conferences and seminars related to American 
studies, and carrying out duties of the president of the Japanese Association for 
American Studies.  I still was able to publish a number of books often while being 
sick. 
 5.   The Historical Science Society of Japan, eds., Nanboku Amerika no 500 Nen 
(Five Hundred Years of the Americas), five volumes, Aoki Shoten (1992 ―
 1993) 
 　 The five-volume books were published to commemorate the five hundredth 
anniversary of Columbus’s reaching the Americas by the Historical Science 
Society of Japan (Reki-ken), and I participated in the project as one of the editors. 
Ten editorial committee members who were historians of either North or South 
America gathered many times in the publishing house to discuss the history of the 
Americas, and a total of seventy-four writers were involved in the project.  I took 
charge of editing the third volume, 19 Seiki Minshuu no Sekai (The World of the 
Common People in the Nineteenth Century) together with Matsushita Hiroshi.  I 
wrote one chapter entitled “19 Seiki Hokubei Minshuu-Shi no Kouzou (The 
Structure of History of Common People in Nineteenth Century North America)” 
and emphasized that we should understand history from the viewpoints of class, 
ethnicity, race, and gender. 
 6.   Nomura, Tairiku Kokka Amerika no Tenkai (History of the United States as a 
Continental Nation), Yamakawa Shuppansha (1996) 
 　 I was asked to write Tairiku Kokka Amerika no Tenkai (History of the United 
States as a Continental Nation) as one of the fifty-six-volume books entitled Sekai 
Shi Libretto (World History Libretto) by Yamakawa Shuppansha.  As compact a 
book as this is, it depicts the dramatic transformation which occurred in the 
nineteenth century American society. 
 7.   Nomura, ed., Amerika Gasshukoku no Rekishi (History of the United States), 
Minerva Shobo (1998) 
 　 This is a textbook of American general history, which I edited in compliance 
with Minerva Shobo.  I compiled American history from the colonial period up to 
the present, mobilizing historians mainly in the Kansai and Nagoya regions.  I 
requested the historians who are on the highest level of expertise in Japan; Wada 
Mitsuhiro, Kanai Kotaro, Yasutake Hidetaka, Takenaka Koji, Yokoyama Ryo, 
Takahashi Akira, Tsunematsu Hiroshi, Kobayashi Seiichi, Shimada Masugi and 
Fujimoto Hiroshi.  I was able to assemble such prominent scholars.  I wrote the 
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final chapter, “Politics and Society of Presentday America.” This textbook 
includes a lot of columns on specific topics, reflecting recent scholarship, such as 
the history of children, comparative studies of racial slavery in the Americas, 
military history of the Civil War, and the history of immigration.  Because of its 
academic nature, the book was rather difficult for average undergraduate students 
as their textbook. 
 8. Co-edited, Amerika Gasshukoku: Sengo no Shakai, Keizai, Seiji, Gaikou (The 
United States of America: Society, Economy, Politics, Diplomacy after World 
War II), Minerva Shobo (1989) 
 　 Fukuda Shigeo, Iwano Ichiro and I edited this book in order to depict the 
transformation of American society after World War II, with other nine members 
of the Nagoya American Studies Association. 
 9. Co-edited, Gendai Amerika Gasshuukoku: Reisen Go no Shakai, Keizai, Seiji, 
Gaikou (The Contemporary United States of America: Society, Economy, 
Politics, Diplomacy after the End of Cold War), Minerva Shobo (1993) 
 　 The world was suddenly rocked by a disastrous tremor when I finished writing 
a manuscript of the previous book.  The Cold War ended, the Soviet Union began 
to disintegrate, and history entered a new phase.  How to view modern America 
under the circumstances? At the request of Minerva Shobo, after repeated 
discussions, the members of the Nagoya American Studies Association edited and 
wrote this book again.  Thirteen researchers were involved in the project. 
 10. Co-edited and co-trans., Visions of History [Japanese title: Rekishika Tachi 
(Historians)], Nagoya University Press (1990) 
 　 Among my translated works, the most significant was that of Visions of 
History.  Interviews with European and American famous radical historians often 
appeared in the Radical History Review, an American journal.  These interviews 
were published in a book entitled Visions of History, and Kondo Kazuhiko, who 
taught at Nagoya University then was the first to suggest the Japanese translation 
of this book.  Later he went back to his alma mater, the School of Letters, the 
University of Tokyo.  While he was in Nagoya, he inspired me with new 
theoretical frameworks of recent scholarship in European history.  This translation 
attracted considerable attention of historians in Japan.  Among the interviewees 
were Eric Hobsbawm, E. P. Thompson, Natalie Zemon Davis, and Carlo Ginzburg. 
I edited a section of historians of the United States and translated the interviews 
with labor historians Herbert Gutman and David Montgomery, and African-
American historian Vincent Harding.  I offered Yasutake Hidetaka to translate the 
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interviews with labor historian Staughton Lynd and William Appleman Williams, 
historian of American diplomacy, and assigned Ota Kazuko to the one with 
women’s historian Lynda Gordon. 
 IV:  The IWW 
 1.  Trip to America and Study Abroad 
 　 I have focused on the IWW for a long time.  When I went on a research trip to 
America sponsored by the Department of State in 1973, I met several specialists 
of the IWW, such as Melvyn Dubofsky, Joyce Kornbluh, David Montgomery, 
Philip Foner, and Joseph R. Conlin, and shared my ideas with them.  I visited the 
General Headquarters of the IWW in Chicago, where I was welcomed by Fred 
Thompson.  In the years of 1974 and 1975, I worked on primary sources at the 
Labor History Archives [now the Walter P. Reuther Library of Labor and Urban 
Affairs], Wayne State University in Detroit, Michigan. 
 2.  Nomura’s Works on the IWW 
 　 I have written a lot of articles on the IWW.  While I published an article in the 
journal of the Faculty of Foreign Studies, Aichi Prefectural University almost 
every year, here I would like to refer to four other essays besides them.  Firstly, 
“The I.W.W. and Migratory Workers in the West,” The American Review no. 5 
(1971).  Secondly, “Defiance by the Radicals: The Impact of the Lawrence 
Strike,” Kansai Amerikashi Kenkyukai (the Kansai American History 
Association), eds., Amerika no Rekishi: Tougou wo Motomete (American History: 
Searching for a Synthesis), Yanagihara Shoten, 1982.  Thirdly, “Brotherhood of 
Timber Workers: Class Struggle in the Lumber Industry in the Deep South in the 
1910s,” The American Review no. 9 (1975), and lastly “Rank-and-File Spontaneity 
versus Organizational Control within the IWW,” The American Review no. 18 
(1984). 
 3.  Who Were the “Wobblies?” 
 　 While a lot of works on the IWW had been published, one important question 
has been unsolved.  The question is what kind of people joined in this radical 
movement of the IWW.  Dubovsky regarded the IWW members as marginal 
workers who were extremely poor, suffered from dysfunctional families and lived 
surrounded by brutality.  He argued that it was such laborers who were extremely 
antagonistic to the ruling class and joined the radical movement to break up the 
established social order while, he suggested, skilled workers were included among 
its leaders.  Conlin, on the other hand, argued that the Wobblies were no different 
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than other American workers, who were married and had stable jobs. 
　 The major reason why historians could not answer the question was due to a 
lack of sources.  Most of the activists were anonymous, and they tended to not 
speak about themselves to others.  I, however, found a series of conclusive 
documents at the Labor History Archives of Wayne State University.  They were 
stenographic records of the Chicago IWW Trial of 1918.  The 113 defendants and 
many witnesses left testimony to demonstrate that the goal of the wartime strikes 
by the IWW was not wartime sabotage but to improve their wretched working 
conditions.  It took several months for me to read through as many as twenty 
thousand pages of stenographic records, and completed the essay, “Who Were the 
Wobblies?: The Defendants of the Chicago IWW Trial of 1918: Collective 
Biographies” [in English] published in Aichi Kenritsu Daigaku Souritsu 20 
Shunen Kinen Ronbunshu (Collected Essays for the Twentieth Anniversary of 
Aichi Prefectural University) in 1986.  Dubovsky highly praised my essay, and 
Daniel Roediger wrote, “I adore you” in the postcard to me.  The Japanese version 
of this essay “The Social Origins of the I.W.W.  Leader,” Journal of the Faculty of 
Foreign Studies, Aichi Prefectural University 15 (1982), was in more detail; I 
analyzed the biographical profiles of the seventy-four IWW national leaders.  I 
quantitatively analyzed their mother countries, birthplaces, birth years, 
socioeconomic status at birth, educational backgrounds, ages at starting work, and 
working experience; as for immigrant workers, length of staying in America, 
eligibility for the U.S. citizenship, and English proficiency.  Most of them were 
white men from working-class families of Northwestern European origins and 
began to work as wage-earners soon after graduating from primary schools.  If 
they were immigrants, they came to America at least at the age of eighteen and 
became Americanized to a considerable extent.  Then I reached the following 
conclusion; with their various working experience, they became antagonistic to 
capitalist exploitation and were aware of the necessity of industrial unionism, 
criticizing craft unionism of the AFL through their activities in labor unions. 
Therefore, they came to cherish the ideal of radicalism, theorizing their own daily 
experience with their ardent intellectual search.
 4.  Concerning the Origin of IWW Syndicalism 
 　 The other significant question about the IWW was why syndicalism emerged 
in America.  When I met Prof. Montgomery, he told me, as follows: “The concept 
of the IWW emerged from the minds of American skilled workers.” Finding me 
surprised, he explained to me one example of the Columbus Iron Works in Ohio, 
where the iron rollers worked in teams.  When the company contracted to roll 
rails, the representatives of the labor union negotiated with the factory 
superintendent on the single tonnage rate for each specific job in the factory. 
After reaching the agreement on the rate of $12.50 per ton, the agreement was to 
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be approved at the union meeting.  Then workers decided what portion of the rate 
should go to each job collectively.  Their wage rates were not decided by their 
employers but at labor union meetings.  The number of rounds on the rollers to be 
undertaken per day and the amount of overtime work per day were determined at 
the union meetings.  The skilled workers also determined the employments and 
promotions of workers.  Thus, skilled workers controlled their workplace.  Daniel 
Nelson and other historians of labor management also suggested the practice of 
such workers’ control.  Syndicalism of the IWW was emerged on the extension of 
this practice.  I shed light on this issue in the essay “The Transformation in the 
Nature of Factory Labor at the Turn of the Century,” in Honma Nagayo, eds., 
Gendai Sekai no Shutsugen (The Emergence of Contemporary World), the 
University of Tokyo Press (1988). 
 　 As stated above, for a long time my efforts had been focused on studying the 
IWW. I, however, came to feel as if I had been “isolated” while studying the 
IWW. I was eager to get out of “IWW-holic” and would like to have a connection 
with rather broader world.  Therefore I decided to change my field of research. 
 V:  Jewish Immigrant Workers 
 　 I had been interested in Jewish immigrant workers since the early stage of my 
teaching career because their labor movement was greatly devoted to socialism.  I 
had a talk entitled “The Development of the Jewish Labor Movement in New 
York City” at the conference of Japanese Americanists in 1966 when we decided 
to establish the Japanese Association for American Studies.  My essay published 
in the first volume of the Journal of the Faculty of Foreign Studies, Aichi 
Prefectural University (1966) was “The Development of the Jewish Labor 
Movement in New York City: Its Relation to Socialism.” Unlike my research on 
the IWW, my studies on Jewish immigrants were welcomed by general readers. 
After publishing a lot of papers on Jewish immigrant workers, I wrote an all-
inclusive book entitled, Yudaya Imin no Nyu Yoku: Imin no Seikatsu to Roudou no 
Sekai (Jewish Immigrants in New York City: The World of Life and Labor of the 
Immigrant Generation) (Yamakawa Shuppansha, 1996).  It was at the peak of my 
research on American labor history.  This book was one of the Frontiers of History 
series by Yamakawa Shuppansha, and it was the greatest honor in my career as a 
historian to be asked to write for this series which marked the leading edge of 
Occidental history studies. 
 　 In some forty years after the 1880s, America had accepted more than two 
million Jewish immigrants, ninety percent of whom had Eastern European origins. 
I depicted in detail that Jewish people who had embraced their traditional religion, 
customs, habits and lifestyles in spite of the persecutions in the Russian Empire 
left for America on a large scale due to Tsarism and the persecution by Russians 
as well as socioeconomic pressures.  I also demonstrated that many of them lived 
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together in the Lower East Side of New York City, where they formed a cross-
class but largely working-class community; most Jewish immigrants were garment 
workers, created a lively community, and performed cultural activities while 
suffering from severe working conditions, long working hours, and low wages. 
They were tied up through their ethnic community network by their family bonds, 
their relatives, or country folks, Jewish lifestyles, Sabbath and holiday keeping, 
synagogues, and charitable or mutual aid organizations, overcoming the solitude 
or degeneration of city life. 
 The Unique Writing Style 
 　 For a long time I had created my own writing style depicting both joy and 
sorrow.  This style was completed in this book, which was appraised as a model of 
new social history.  Ethnic and working class culture flourished in New York City, 
where workers, particularly in the garment industry joined active labor 
movements.  They elected Meyer London, a member of the Social Party of 
America, to Congress.  Based on their actions, the socialist movement flourished 
in New York.  In my book Jewish Immigrants in New York City I combined the 
study of labor history with the history of immigration, depicting their lives in 
detail to the limits of space, including the subject matters of demographics, 
working conditions, living conditions, the relationship between parents and 
children, marital relationships, life styles of women, children, leisure time, crime, 
labor movements and socialist movements. 
 　 One reviewer wrote a comment in the May issue entitled “Kaiko to Tenbou 
(Historical Studies in Japan, 1995)” of Shigaku-Zasshi (Historical Society of 
Japan) Vol. 105 (1996) as follows: 
 Now that both Europe and America are the world we know from our experiences and 
through abundant information, we understand that their diverse societies have faced 
various difficulties.  We find our research subjects on modern history through our 
understanding of these countries from our experiences to explore.  Nomura Tatsuro’s 
Jewish Immigrants in New York City (Yamakawa Shuppannsha) is one example that 
can be regarded as one of the models of the achievements of social history studies.  
Depicting the Jewish society in New York as a whole, its theme and narrative 
conveys a sense of affinity for New York and Jewish society, which may arise from 
his abundant experience in America. 
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 VI:  Historiography of Immigration History in America 
 1.  Regarding Immigrant Influx and Labor Movement 
 　 Regarding history of immigration in the United States, I first wrote several 
papers that shed light on the relationship between the demography of immigrants 
and labor history, such as “Immigrant Influx and the Development of Labor 
Movement,” in Nagata Hiroyasu and Okada Yasuo, eds., Gaisetsu Amerika 
Keizaishi (Survey: American Economic History), Yuhikaku (1983) and “European 
Immigrant Influx and Demographic Structure in America at the Turn of the 
Century,” in Akashi Norio et al., eds., 100 Nen Mae no Amerika (America, One 
Hundred Years Ago), Shugakusha (1995). 
 2.  Minzoku de Yomu Amerika (America from the Viewpoints of Ethnicity), 
Koudansha Gendai Shinsho (1992) 
 　 This book is a compilation of my study on the history of American ethnicity.  I 
described the making process of Americans as an ethnic kaleidoscope; its pattern 
was woven with the existence of diverse ethnic groups in America as woof and the 
global demographic movement of labor force resulted from the development of 
modern capitalism as warp.  I intended to depict the structural making process of 
Americans while referring to Wallerstein’s world-systems theory and labor 
economics theory of international labor mobility.  Since Columbus’s arrival in the 
Americas, the world had been integrated into one system mainly by Europeans, 
and now even remote rural areas of developing countries have become to be 
subsumed into a single world system.  The history of the modern world has been 
the history of the movement of population and labor force, and Americans have 
been made in this process.  This book got a very good reputation, whose reviews 
appeared in several newspapers and magazines.  It also became one of the long-
sellers of Gendai Shinsho by Koudansha. 
 3. The Public Lecture at the Annual Meeting of the Japanese Society of Western 
History 
 　 I had the honor of giving a public lecture at the annual meeting of the Japanese 
Society of Western History at Takushoku University in 1999, entitled “Immigrants 
from Europe and the Development of Ethnic Relations in the United States.” It 
was the first public lecture on American history in the annual meetings of the 
Japanese Society of Western History. 
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 4.  Historiography of Immigration in America 
 　 I also conducted a research on historiography of immigration history.  After I 
moved to Aichi Gakuin University, I published some essays written in its journals. 
I refer only to their titles: “The Development of American Immigration 
Historiography (1): Studies of Immigrants from Europe before the Rise of ‘New 
Immigration History,’” Transactions of the Institute for Cultural Studies, Aichi 
Gakuin University (2001); “The Development of American Immigration 
Historiography (2): The Rise of the ‘New Immigration History’ and Its 
Characteristics,” Bulletin of the Faculty of Letters of Aichi Gakuin University 
(2001); “The Development of American Immigration Historiography (3): Recent 
Discussions on Integration,” Transactions of the Institute for Cultural Studies, 
Aichi Gakuin University (2003). 
 5.  History of Global Migration 
 　 “New Perspectives of American Immigration History: From the Pull-Push 
Theory to History of Global Migration,” The Annual Review of Migration Studies 
(2002).  This is the keynote speech at the conference of the Japanese Association 
for Migration Studies in 2001.  I emphasized the paradigm shift from assimilation 
theories of old immigration history, and we should view immigration as the global 
flow of migration.  Once we widen our points of view, we are to reach a new 
phase, while introducing some examples such as the work by Donna Gabaccia. 
 6.  The Questions of Ethnic Minorities 
 　 The questions of immigration history are directly connected to those of ethnic 
minorities in America.  My book, Minzoku de Yomu Amerika (America from the 
Viewpoints of Ethnicity) deals with these questions.  Under the status quo, the 
existence of various ethnic minorities causes serious social problems in America. 
I had taken part in various symposiums on these questions.  For my arguments, 
see the following; “Multiculturalism and the American Realities” (〈Symposium〉 
“Lights and Shadows of America: Multiculturalism,” Rikkyo American Studies 
no. 19 (1997); “Multiculturalism and Ethnic Reality in the United States,” Annual 
Review of Multicultural Studies (Nagoya Association for Multicultural Studies) 
Vol. 1 (2003); “Ethnic Reality and Multiculturalism in Contemporary America,” 
in Kusama Hidesaburo and Fujimoto Hiroshi, eds., 21 Seiki Kokusai Kankei Ron 
(International Relations for the Twenty-first Century), Nansou Sha (2000). 
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 7.   Presidential Address at the Annual Meeting of the Japanese Association for 
American Studies (University of Tokyo, 1996) 
 　 I also delivered the Presidential Address entitled “Class and Ethnicity in 
American History: Studies of American Labor and Immigration History in Japan” 
[in English] at the annual meeting of the Japanese Association for American 
Studies held at the University of Tokyo in 1996.  I surveyed the recent scholarship 
in class, immigrants, and ethnicity among Japanese historians of the United States. 
After I referred to Jewish immigrant workers in my address, one of the scholars 
from America was pleased, saying, “You talked about my grandparents.” 
 8. John Bodnar, Remaking America: Public Memory, Commemoration, and 
Patriotism in the Twentieth Century [Japanese title: Chinkon to Shukusai no 
Amerika], translated by Nomura et al., Aoki Shoten (1997). 
 　 John Bodnar is one of the leading historians of immigration in America.  When 
I was commissioned to translate his book, Remaking America: Public Memory, 
Commemoration, and Patriotism in the Twentieth Century (1992) into Japanese, I 
accepted the offer if it could be done as a co-translation, presuming that the book 
was on the history of immigration because of the author’s specialty, but its 
contents were not as such.  This book shed light on the interaction with memorials, 
the commemoration of historical events, and patriotism.  It was an interesting 
book, indicating antagonism between public officials’ intentions and ordinary 
people’s feelings.  I gave it the Japanese title Chinkon to Shukusai no Amerika 
(Repose of Departed Souls and Festivities in America).  I translated the book 
together with Wada Mitsuhiro, who researches memories and symbols in early 
America, Fujimoto Hiroshi, who has an interest in the Vietnam Veterans 
Memorial, Hisada Yukako, social historian of the nineteenth century, and others. 
This book is not of immigration history but I put it here because of its author’s 
original field. 
 VII:  Study of American Labor Historiography 
 1.  Old Labor History 
 　 I also surveyed historiography of American labor history.  I gave a talk entitled 
“Retrospecting Historiography of American Labor” in the opening program of the 
Summer Seminar for Researchers in American History, 2003.  I published some 
historiographical work, while introducing the recent scholarship of American 
labor history.  Among them are: “History of American ‘Old’ Labor 
Historiography,” Journal of American Economic History 2 (2003); “The Growth 
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of the ‘New Labor History’ in America,” Bulletin of the Faculty of Letters of Aichi 
Gakuin University no. 35 (2008). 
 2.  Herbert Gutman 
 　 Herbert Gutman, a giant figure, appeared in the world of academism.  It may 
not be necessary to introduce Gutman’s achievements since they are very well 
known.  He published an article entitled “Work, Culture and Society in 
Industrializing America, 1815 ― 1919” in American Historical Review (1973), and 
made a great impact on the study of history.  He was invited to the Kyoto 
American Studies Summer Seminar in 1982, and had a great influence on 
Japanese scholars of American history.  Those four who played leading roles in 
the seminar (Oshimo Shoichi, Nagata Toyo-omi, Takeda Yu and I) translated his 
masterpiece Work, Culture and Society in Industrializing America, which was 
published by Heibonsha in 1986.  The title Kinpika Jidai no Amerika (America in 
the Gilded Age) was given by the publisher.  I translated his famous essay that 
first appeared in the American Historical Review.  He had been inspired by British 
new labor history, especially Edward P. Thompson’s The Making of the English 
Working Class and had attempted to apply Thompson’s methodology to the 
situation in America.  His argument was as follows: the formation of the modern 
working class was not just an economic transformation of the employment system 
but a painful process for changing all the styles of life, labor, and culture resulting 
from industrialization.  While in England this process lasted in one generation of 
industrial revolution, it was prolonged due to the continuous migration of the new 
workforce from Europe and from rural areas in America.  Therefore, contrary to 
the commonly accepted view, the pre-industrial labor customs and cultural 
traditions had been kept among the workers for a long time in America and caused 
perpetual tensions and conflicts in industrial relations. 
 　 He also suggested the significance of workers’ subculture, communities, 
tradition of republicanism, and rituals both religious and secular that supported 
workers’ protests.  This essay was the most ambitious attempt of American new 
labor history and produced a great sensation.  He positively appreciated the 
significance of workers’ traditional culture and recognized their protests supported 
by their tradition as their efforts to protect their dignity against capitalism. 
 VIII:  Labor Movements in America 
 1.  Modern American Labor Movements 
 　 I summarized the circumstances of labor movements in contemporary America 
in “Labor Movements,” in Tatsumi Takayuki et al., eds., Jiten Gendai no Amerika 
(Encyclopedia of Contemporary America), Taishukan (2004).  I think this short 
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essay was fairly well written. 
 2.  Women’s Labor History 
 　 Women’s labor history also became popular.  It was in 1989 that I entered this 
field when the American Studies Association (ASA) in America sent their 
president and women’s historian Linda Kerber to Japan in order to make a formal 
cooperation between the ASA and the Japanese Association for American Studies 
(JAAS).  Women’s historian Aruga Natsuki planned a symposium, “Amerika 
Kenkyu to Josei” (American Studies and Women) at the annual meeting of the 
Japanese Association for American Studies in 1989 and offered for me to be on 
the panel in the symposium.  I talked mainly about the ethnic diversity in the 
patterns of women’s labor force participation.  I found the issue interesting to 
study, so I published the paper entitled “Women’s Participation in Labor and the 
Ethnicity in America in the Late Nineteenth and the Early Twentieth Centuries,” 
in Meijyo Law Review Vol. 42.  Special Issue (1992).  Later I also wrote two 
articles on this subject in the journals of Aichi Gakuin University; “Historiography 
of American Women’s Labor in the Nineteenth Century,” Transactions of the 
Institute for Cultural Studies, Aichi Gakuin University no. 21 (2006); “American 
Working Women in the Early Twentieth Century; A Historiography,” Bulletin of 
the Faculty of Letters of Aichi Gakuin University no. 36 (2006). 
 3. Nomura, Amerika Roudou Minshuu no Rekishi (History of American Working 
People), Minerva Shobo (2013) 
 　 This is the last book I have published in my life.  While I have written about 
American history of working people for a long time, I did not write a synthesis of 
the labor movement history.  So I published this book.  I was inspired by “The 
Modern Theory of Colonization,” from Marx’s Das Kapital Vol. 1 to write a 
chapter on the early history of white working people.  America began as a “free” 
colony.  Even indentured servants were able to acquire their land after completing 
their term of service and became independent freehold producers.  They were free 
and independent from being ordered what to do when they woke up in the 
morning.  The rising of capitalism, however, plunged them into subordinate 
positions.  Therefore, some of American labor organizations, such as the Knights 
of Labor and the IWW, had been more likely to target at recovering their status 
from the degradation.  Some had found it impossible to realize such a goal, and 
the struggle for higher wages became the mainstream of American labor 
movements.  It was the framework of American labor history although it was more 
complicated story in reality. 
 　 For researching on the twentieth century labor history I was inspired by Melvin 
Dubovsky.  To say nothing of his works on the IWW, it was through Dubovsky 
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that I came to have interest in the works of Emanuel Wallerstein.  Dubovsky 
induced Wallerstein to work in his workplace, the State University of New York at 
Binghamton, where the Fernand Braudel Center for studying the world-systems 
theory was established.  When he was young, Dubovsky emphasized the 
relationship between the labor union movement and politics in the Progressive 
era.  After studying the IWW, he inquired more into the relationship between labor 
and state power.  In analyzing the American labor movement in the twentieth 
century, I emphasized a significant connection to political history, especially the 
legacy from the Roosevelt Coalition.  Although the American labor movement has 
declined since the Great U-turn in the 1970s, I still have hope.  For this reason, 
please assume my referring to a socialist Senator in Congress in the book. 
 4.  Bernard Sanders 
 　 It was in 1992 that I first knew of Bernard “Bernie” Sanders.  In this year, 
billionaire Ross Perot ran for U.S. President as an independent candidate.  It was 
anticipated that if neither Bill Clinton nor George H. W. Bush had been able to 
receive an absolute majority of electoral votes, the election would have been 
determined by the House of Representatives and eventually by the vote cast by 
Congressman Sanders, who was neither Democrat nor Republican.  Who was this 
Sanders? I found out that he was a genuine socialist.  Having a great interest in 
him, I checked on his background in detail and wrote a short essay, “Bernard 
Sanders: A Socialist in the United States Congress,” The News Letter of the 
Institute for Cultural Studies, Aichi Gakuin University no. 33 (2007). 
 　 While no Japanese historians of the United States paid attention to him at that 
time, I dare to say that his appearance in the theater of national politics is of great 
importance.  In the United States, “socialism” had been a taboo word for a long 
time.  American sentiments towards modern capitalism have changed, and a 
nation-wide opinion poll suggested that supporters of socialism as an alternative 
to capitalism might be emerging as a majority among younger generations. 
According to the Gallup poll in 2010, 37 percent of Americans preferred socialism 
over capitalism.  As a historian and a modest socialist, I think that the 
circumstances in America may be more interesting in the near future. 
 My Gratitude for Everyone 
 　 At the very end, I expressed my gratitude for the Center for American Studies 
at Nanzan University and the Nagoya American Studies Association, and closed 
my lecture. 
